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Cc 

of  a 

Letter  to 

Senator  Hiram  W.  Johnson 

on  the  work  of  the 

International  Institute 
of  Agriculture 


A  Reply  to 
A  Debate  in  the  U.  S.  Senate 

March  9,   1918 


By    DAVID    LUBIN 
Delegate  of  the  United  States  Inter- 
national Institute  of  Agriculture 
Romej  Italy 


Institut  Intern  ation  al  l>' Ageictjlttjre, 
Rome,  le  April  &},  WIS. 


Jan.  Hibam  W.  Johnson, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Deab  Senatob:  I  have  received  a  copy  of  the 
iNGRESsioNAL  Recobd  of  March  9,  showing  a  de- 
te  in  the  Senate  relative  to  the  International  In- 
tute  of  Agriculture. 

IE  have  just  gone  over  it,  and  I  see  that  a  two- 
d  attack  was  made,  first,  personal,  against  niy- 
f;   second,  against  the  institute. 

[First  of  all,  I  thank  you  very  much  for  your 
endly  intervention  in  my  behalf;  you  have 
iced  me  under  many  obligations.  As  for  the 
,nd  in  behalf  of  the  institute  taken  by  yourself 
i  by  your  worthy  colleagues,  that  is  now  on  rec- 

11;  and  whether  this  stand  was  worth  while  can 
:ely  be  left  to  the  decision  of  all  those  whose 
)d  opinion  is  worth  having. 

liet  me  answer  the  personal  attack  first:  The 
;mise  upon  which  this  attack  was  made  was  that 
ne  25  years  ago  I  advocated  a  duty  on  agri- 
tural  exports.  This  is  not  the  case.  I  never  ad- 
:ated  anything  of  the  kind,  as  my  public  utter- 
;es  on  the  subject,  in  print  in  the  leading  jour- 
s  of  the  United  States,  clearly  show.  It  was  a 
inty,  not  a  duty,  on  exports  that  I  advocated, 
lease  see  addenda  A).  So  much  for  the  personal 
aack. 

\lnd  now  for  the  institute:  The  debate  on  the 
i>r  shows  that  the  objections  offered  were  alto- 


gether  due  to  a  lack  of  information.  Had  my  ai 
nual  reports  to  the  State  Department  been  printe 
and  distributed  to  Members  of  Congress  they  woul 
have  supplied  the  information  required. 

The  objectors  would  have  us  infer  that  the  ii 
stitute's  labors  have  been  brought  to  a  standsti! 
by  the  war.  This  is  not  the  case.  The  war  has  nc 
stopped  or  curtailed  the  work.  The  meetings  of  th 
permanent  committee,  on  which  each  country  i 
represented  by  one  delegate,  are  held  regularly 
Each  of  the  bureaus,  with  its  staff  of  employee 
(about  100  in  all)  is  performing  its  functions  a 
before  the  war;  in  fact,  the  work  of  the  institut 
is  going  on  with  increased  activity.  This  work  j 
similar  in  character  to  that  done  by  the  Unite 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  and  by  the  D< 
partment  of  Commerce,  but  instead  of  being  o 
national  lines  it  is  on  international  lines;  it  i 
done  for  the  world. 

None  of  the  belligerent  nations  have  abrogate 
the  treaty;  all  the  55  adhering  Governments  ar 
full  members,  as  before  the  war.  Communication 
with  the  central  Empires,  by  Government  permi: 
sion,  go  on  regularly  through  Switzerland,  and  th 
temporary  withholding  of  their  crop-reporting  dat 
is  of  no  moment  so  long  as  they  are  cut  off  froi 
international  trade. 

And  now  let  me  briefly  explain  the  work  the  ii 
stitute  is  doing  and  its  economic  importance. 

But  before  doing  so  I  would  ask  you  to  bring  t 
mind  events  of  some  10  years  ago.  Then,  as  1 
day,  the  people  prayed,  "Give  us  this  day  our  dail 
bread,"  and  the  bread  was  given  in  abundance 
but,  alas,  it  was  measured  out,  artificially  reduce 
by  sundry  manipulations. 

Do  you  remember  the  days  of  the  Pattens,  tt 
Sullys,  the  Prices,  and  the  Leiters?  Do  you  r 
member  how  up  to  10  years  ago  wheat,  corn,  cc 


n,  and  other  staples  of  agriculture  were  cor- 
ired,  were  battledored  and  shuttlecocked  on  the 
>me  market  and  on  the  foreign  market,  were 
otballed  hither  and  thither  by  bull  and  by  bear? 

But  during  the  past  10  years,  since  the  institute 
igan  its  labors,  have  you  heard  of  any  such  coi- 
rs? Have  you  heard  of  them  in  the  home 
irket?  Have  you  heard  of  them  in  the  foreign 
irkets? 

Why  have  they  ceased? 

iThey  have  ceased  because  the  conditions  which 
:de  such  cornering  possible  have  ceased. 

^Vhat,  then,  were  those  conditions?     Let  us  see. 

The  staples  of  agriculture,  having  a  world 
,rket,  are  sold  at  a  world  price,  just  as  stocks  or 
ids  are  sold  in  exchanges,  bourses,  or  pits.  This 
rid  price  is  determined  by  a  knowledge  of  the 
iilable  world  supply.  If  the  world's  supply  is 
>ve  the  normal  the  world's  price  will  be  low;  if 
supply  is  below  the  normal  the  price  will  be 
>h.  The  world  supply  is  made  known  by  stat- 
ical information  on  the  world  area  sown,  on 
rid  conditions  of  growth,  and  on  world  harvest 
Ids.  Now,  then,  before  the  foundation  of  the  in- 
:ute,  who  gave  out  the  figures  for  this  world 
>ply? 

I  They  were  given  out  by  sundry  unofficial  sources, 
me  of  which  favored  the  bull  interests,  some  the 
ura-  interests.  The  result  was  heterogeneous,  con- 
ting  summaries  of  the  world  supply,  leading  to 
iditions  which  made  it  possible  to  manipulate 
world's  prices  and  to  corner  the  staples. 

IThe  International  Institute  of  Agriculture  has 
tie  away  with  this  state  of  affairs.     It  has  been 


delegated  under  treaty  to,  gather  in  the  crop  re 
porting  data  of  the  world.  These  it  assembles 
summarizes,  and  makes  public. 

Thus,  in  place  of  the  former  "sundry,"  tht 
former  "unofficial,"  the  former  "varying"  sum 
maries,  which  led  to  cornering  the  market,  w<j 
now  have,  through  the  labors  of  this  institute,  th<i 
single,  official,  standard  summary  of  the  world's) 
supply. 

If  the  objectors  had  looked  through  the  leading 
papers  of  the  United  States,  indeed  the  leading 
papers  of  the  world,  they  would  have  seen  that  th( 
former  private  crop-reporting  information,  the  in 
formation  inspired  by  "bull"  or  "bear"  interests 
has  disappeared,  and  in  its  place  appear  eactl 
month  the  official  standard  crop  reports  of  the  in 
stitute.  Please  see  inclosed  sample  of  clippings 
just  received. 

The  institute's  crop  reports  thus  afford  the  offi 
cial,  authoritative  basis  for  world  price  formatioi 
for  the  staples.  To  do  away  with  them  would  bi 
to  return  to  the  "sundry,"  the  "unofficial,"  and  th< 
"varying"  summaries;  it  would  be  to  return  to  thi 
cornering  of  the  supplies. 

But  can  not  the  Department  of  Agriculture  sup 
ply  this  world  summary?  «  It  can  only  do  so  afte: 
receiving  it  from  the  institute. 

But  could  not  the  department  gather  the  infor 
mation  direct  from  the  nations  of  the  world,  as 
semble  it,  and  give  it  out  to  the  press  just  as  i: 
done  by  the  institute? 

No;-  it  could  not.  It  might  obtain  the  informa 
tion  as  a  favor  from  a  few  of  the  nations,  bu 
there  would  have  to  be  a  treaty  agreement  befon 
each  of  them  would  hold  itself  bound  to  supplj 
such  information  regularly  at  the  fixed  dates  re 
quired.    Without  such  treaty  the  department  migh 


•eceive  some  heterogeneous  data,  largely  incom- 
>arable,  which  it  would  have  to  try  to  reduce  to  its 
>wn  standards  before  it  could  obtain  its  sum- 
paries.  And  even  if  the  department  could  over- 
:ome  all  these  difficulties — and  I  doubt  very  much 
f  it  could — its  summaries  would  only  then  be 
ifficial  in  the  United  States;  they  would  not  be 
official"  in  other  countries;  hence  they  would  not 
ie  "official"  for  the  commerce  of  the  world;  they 
.vould  not  be  the  standard  for  determining  the 
vorld's  price  of  the  staples.  Thus  they  could  not 
erve  the  purpose  intended  in  the  United  States 
.or  anywhere  else. 

Would  the  commerce  of  the  United  States  accept 
world  summary  got  up  by  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture of  England  as  the  official  world  summary? 
Jo;  for  it  would  be  inferred  that  England  as  a 
iiuyer  would  be  biased  in  favor  of  -buyers.  Would 
he  commerce  of  England  accept  a  world  summary 
ot  up  by  our  Department  of  Agriculture  as  the 
ilfficial  world  summary?  No;  for  it  would  be  in- 
irred  that  the  United  States  as  a  seller  would  be 
iased  in  favor  of  sellers.  And  the  other  countries 
ould  accept  neither  the  one  nor  the  other  as  the 
ilfficial  summary. 

The  official  summary  acceptable  to  the  commerce 
f  all  the  nations  of  the  world  may  only  be  had 
mder  treaty  binding  each  nation  to  send  in  its 
rop  reports  in  a  stated  manner,  at  a  stated  time, 
>  a  stated  place,  and  under  and  in  accordance  with 
lie  international  agreement  laid  down  in  that 
ceaty. 

The    International    Institute    of   Agriculture    is 

under  such  a  treaty,  and  has  been  placed  under 

men  international  agreement,  and  works  under  it. 

s  a  result  its  crop   reports  are  accepted  as  the 

authoritative  statement  for  all  the  world. 


But  of  what  value  is  all  this  work  to  commerce 
and  industry?  We  have  already  seen  that  it  has 
done  away  with  "cornering";  that  it  has  eliminated 
the  perturbing  influences  of  the  biased  reports  of 
bull  and  bear;  that  it  has  eliminated  unnecessary 
price  fluctuations;  that  it  is  steadying  the  world's 
markets;  that  it  is  conserving  the  equities  to  the 
extent  of  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars;  and  that 
it  is  doing  this  all  along  the  line  from  the  pro- 
ducer down  to  the  consumer,  and  that  it  is  doing  j 
it  in  time  of  war  as  it  did  in  time  of  peace. 

It  was  to  be  expected  that  the  former  giants  in 
the  "cornering"  business  would  oppose  this  work, 
would  oppose  this  institute.  So  they  do.  They  j 
have  done  so  from  the  start.  They  have  tried  hard 
to  show  that  the  upkeep  of  the  institute  was  a 
waste  of  money;  but  they  have  not  succeeded  up  to 
now  in  convincing  the  55  nations  members  of  this 
institute  that  money  is  thus  wasted.  Even  coun- 
tries so  stricken  by  this  war  as  Roumania  and 
Belgium  have  paid  their  dues  right  along  and  have 
their  delegates  on  the  ground. 

The  foregoing  shows  but  one  branch  of  the  in- 
stitute's work,  the  work  of  its  bureau  of  statistics. 
The  work  of  its  other  bureaus  may  be  seen  from 
the  copies  of  their  several  publications  (monthly, 
half  yearly, -and  yearly)  which  accompany  this  let- 
ter. It  is  also  briefly  set  forth  in  addenda  B,  and 
more  fully  in  the  illustrated  official  handbook  of 
the  institute,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  inclosed. 

So  much  for  the  work  of  the  institute. 

And  now  let  me  take  up  a  criticism  made  by 
Senator  Smoot.  He  says:  "Mr.  Lubin  spends  a 
good  deal  of  time  in  writing  articles  upon  policies 
that  he  thinks  ought  to  be  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States."  (Congressional  Rec- 
ord, Feb.  4,  1918.) 


A.s  I  recently  wrote  to  Senator  Fletcher,  Mr. 
ioot  is  right;  in  common  with  delegates  of 
ler  prominent  countries  I  do  spend  a  good  deal 

time  on  such  work.  So  should  any  delegate  to 
is  institute  who  attends  to  his  duties  pioperly. 
.e  functions  of  a  delegate  here  are  twofold:  First, 
attend  to  the  duties  and  routine  of  the  labors  of 
3  institute  from  the  international  standpoint  and 

keep  the  State  Department  informed  thereon; 
:ond,  to  make  observations  from  the  point  of 
ntage  which  the  institute  affords  as  a  world  ob- 
•vator  of  agricultural  economics,  and  to  crystal- 
e  these  observations  into  definite  statements 
Id  proposals  for  public  consideration.  This  I  have 
ne.     Some  of  these  statements  were  in  the  form 

hearings  before  congressional  committees  and 
I  Department  of  State  and  have  been  put  into 
i!  form  of  public  documents.  By  far  the  larger 
umber  I  have  had  printed  here  in  Rome  and 
Bled  to  the  United  States,  largely  to  grange 
mbers  and  to  other  farmers. 

'But,"  says  Senator  Smoot,  "It  is  costing  the 
vernment  of  the  United  States  I  do  not  know 
w  much  each  year." 

think  Senator  Smoot  is  mistaken.     As  I  wrote 
Senator  Fletcher,  this  special  work   does  not 
t  the  Government  one  cent.    The  time  may  come 
en   the   economic   value   of  such   labor   will   be 
re  generally  recognized  and  when  Congress  will 
ike  an  appropriation  to  cover  the  cost.    At  this 
|  ^e  there  is  no  appropriation  for  this  purpose;  but 
11  lizing  the  economic  value  of  the  work  to  the 
lilted  States  I  have  been  and  am  paying  out  of  my 
la.  means  to  cover  the  cost  of  extra  copies  of  the 
R  )lic   documents,    and   for  printing  and  mailing 
I  se  articles  which  are  got  out  from  Rome.    This 
o  t  aggregates  to  an  amount  several  times  in  ex- 
ls  of  the  sum  allowed  me  by  Congress  for  salary, 
o  this  because  I  feel  the  needs  for  the  work, 
B.ause  I  believe  it  to  be  of  benefit  to  the  Amer- 
ica people. 
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And  what  were  these  statements  and  proposal 
about?     Some  related  to  the  world  crop-reportii 
service;   some  to  the  marketing  of  farm  product:! 
some  to  rural  credits;  some  to  irrigation  as  meaij 
of    increasing    the    production    of    livestock;    arj 
some  to  the  cost  of  ocean  carriage  on  the  stapl 
of  agriculture  in  its  relation  to  the  home  price 
the  products  and  in  its  economic  and  political  i 
fiuences  on  the  Nation. 

A  number  of  these  proposals  were  introduced 
Congress,  some  of  them  are  still  pending,  whi 
others  have  already  been  passed.  Senator  Smo< 
is  no  doubt  aware  of  this,  for  he  may  have  vot< 
on  such  an  important  measure  as  rural  credit 
and  he  may  have  voted  on  the  joint  resolution  ca: 
ing  for  an  international  conference  (to  be  held  it 
Rome  at  the  close  of  the  war)  on  the  proposal  ft' 
an  international  commission  on  ocean-freight  rate; 

Had   Senator  Smoot  and   Senator  Williams, 
Mississippi,  followed   the  case  closely  they  wou 
no  doubt  also  have  perceived  the  beneficial  indire- 
influences  of  these  proposals  in  shaping  initiativi 
of  State  and  local  character  in  the  field  of  marke 
ing  farm  products  and  in  the  field  of  rural  credit1 
In  rural  credits,  for  instance,  let  them  compare  tl! 
oppressive    farm-mortgage    situation    as    set    fori: 
by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  John  Skeltc1 
Williams,  with  the  improved  farm-mortgage  situ 
tion  now  prevailing  throughout  the  country.    Ar 
what  led  to  this  improved  situation?     Can  it  nc 
be  traced  direct  to  one  of  the  very  proposals 
which    Senator    Smoot    and    Senator  Williams 
strongly  object,  the  proposal  so  ably  seconded  air 
pioneered  by  Senator  Fletcher?     I  feel  confider 
that  with  a  fuller  knowledge  of  the  facts  in  tt 
case  Senator  Smoot  and  Senator  Williams  will  b 
gin  to  realize  the  economic  value  of  these  very  pri 
posals  which  they  now  so  denounce. 

Summarizing    my    comments,    it   seems    Strang  ( 
that    the    objectors,    who    are    statesmen_of    hig' 
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irder,  should  not  have  obtained  correct  ideas  of 
ihe  work  of  this  institute,  work  the  importance  of 
vhich  has  been  officially  recognized,  as  shown  by 
.he  large  number  of  encomiums  now  in  the  posses- 
lion  of  the  institute  and  by  the  requests  from  the 
Jnited  States  Government  for  extra  copies  of  the 
mblications  beyond  those  to  which  it  is  entitled 
>y   the   appropriation. 

Even  if  the  objectors  had  gone  no  further  than 
he  press  of  the  United  States,  they  could  have  seen 
hat  the  former  contradictory,  unofficial,  manipulat- 
ing statements  on  the  world's  supply  have  been  re- 
placed by  the  institute's  official  world  crop  reports, 
^hich  now  form  the  world  standard,  the  determin- 
ing factor  in  arriving  at  the^  world's  price  of  the 
taples  of  agriculture.  They  could  have  seen  that 
ie  institute's  monthly  crop  reports  afford  the  offi- 
ial  data  on  which  the  governments  of  the  allied 
ountries  base  their  food-control  policy.  They 
iDuld  have  seen  that  the  timely,  warnings  given  by 
ie  Institute  in  these  monthly  crop  reports  and  in 
;s  half-yearly  world  balance  sheet  of  supply  and 
emand  have  enabled  the  allied  governments, 
irough  their  food  controllers,  to  ward  off  impend- 
ag  famine  which  would  otherwise  have  affected 
tillions  in  the  trenches  and  in  the  homes. 

And  as  for  the  articles  and  statements  to  which 
aey  have  offered  objections,  they  could  have  seen 
mat  many  of  them  were  the  result  of  hearings 
liven  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  De- 
iirtment  of  Labor,  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
ne  Department  of  State,  and  of  hearings  before 
Migressional  committees;  and  they  could  have 
sen  that  some  of  the  policies  advocated  therein 
ave  already  formed  the  basis  of  legislation 
lopted  by  the  United  States. 

If  the  statements  herein  made  are  warranted  by 
lie  facts  in  the  case,  I  feel  that  I  am  justified  in 
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respectfully    and    earnestly    requesting    that    this 
communication  be  printed  for  the  information  of'11' 
the  Members  of  Congress.    With  high  esteem,  I  am, 

Yours,  very  sincerely, 

David  Lubin, 
Delegate  of  the  United  Stales,  International 
Institute  of  Agriculture,  Rome,  Italy. 

ADDENDA  A. 

In  1893  I  wrote  an  article  which  appeared  in  thei! 
Sacramento  "Bee"  advocating  protection  for  the!1 
staples  of  agriculture  by  a  bounty  on  exports  asj[ 
long  as  manufactures  were  protected  by  a  tariff!! 
on  imports. 

This  proposal   was   widely   commented   upon  by 
the  press  of  the  country.    Some  were  in  favor  and  ft 
some  were  against  it. 

The  Secretary  of  the  American  Protective  Tariff 
League  was  asked  to  reply  to  the  following  ques- 
tions: 

(1)  Does  a  tariff  on  imports  protect  the  staples 
of  agriculture  as  long  as  they  are  exports? 

(2)  If  not,  do  not  the  producers  of  the  staples 
pay  for  protection  and  sell  at  free  trade  prices? 

(3)  Is  this  equitable?  And  if  not  would  it  not 
be  equitable  to  protect  the  staples  by  a  bounty  on 
exports  as  long  as  manufactures  are  protected  by 
a  tariff  on  imports? 

After  a  long  delay  word  came  from  the  Secre- 
tary that  the  League  had  no  reply  to  give. 

In  the  meantime  the  State  Granges  of  California,  1 
Missouri,   and   of  Pennsylvania  endorsed  the  pro- 
posal, and  challenged  the  League  to  reply,  but  no 
reply  came  to  hand. 
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I  It  was  found  that  an  export  bounty  on  the 
iples  of  agriculture  had  been  in  operation  in  Eng- 
ld  under  William  and  Mary,  when  the  bounty 
is  paid  on  the  proviso  that  the  exports  were  car- 
id  in  British  bottoms,  and  that  this  gave  the 
irt  for  the  upbuilding  of  the  English  Merchant 
irine. 

\k  convention  of  the  Atlantic  Coast  Shipbuilders 
id  Shipowners  Association  was  called  by  Mr. 
varies  H.  Cramp  in  Philadelphia,  at  which  Mr. 
amp  presided,  when  the  proposal  was  unanim- 
ity adopted.  I  was  asked  whether  I  would  sup- 
r't  the  proposal  of  the  export  bounty  on  the 
iples  on  the  proviso  that  the  same  be  carried  in 
"lerican  ships.  I  replied  in  the  negative,  point- 
:  out  that  if  this  were  done  it  would  give  the 
•tection  to  the  shipping  interests  instead  of  to 
agricultural   interests. 

Anally  a  compromise   was  arrived   at  whereby 
:  bounty  would  be  divided  between  both  inter- 

s. 

tt  may  be  that  after  the  war  this  proposal  may' 
Kj'iin  come  to  the  front,  not  only  for  giving  the 
a  icultural  interests  the  equities  which  they 
I'lild  have  in  the  protective  system,  but  also  as 
0  neans  of  building  up  the  American  Merchant 
^  rine.  which  we  now  see  it  is  so  necessary  for  us 
tl  have. 


ADDENDA  B. 

Brief  Synopsis  of  the  Work  of  the 
International  Institute  of  Agriculture. 

lie      Permanent      Committee. — The      executive 

hority  of  the  Institute  is  entrusted  to  the  Per- 

dj  nent  Committee,  which  is  subdivided  into  four 

p;  manent    commissions.       Each    State    is    repre- 
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sented  on  the  Committee  by  one  delegate  who  i 
sides  in  Rome.  The  Permanent  Committee  mee 
at  least  once  a  month,  excepting  during  the  vac 
tion  from  July  to  September.     (See  pp.  10-11.) 

Staff  and  Bureaus. — The  staff  of  the  Institul 
exclusive  of  messengers  and  printers,  consists 
about  100  employees,  mainly  translators,  redsi 
teurs,  and  statisticians.  These  are  distributed  I 
tween  the  four  bureaus:  (a)  General  Secretarj 
department  and  Library;    (b)    General  Statistic 

(c)  Agricultural  Intelligence  and  Plant  Disease 

(d)  Agricultural  Economics.     (See  p.  18.) 

Crop  Reporting  Service. — At  stated  times  "qu< 
tionnaire"  forms  are  sent  out  to  the  governmem 
The  replies  are  sent  in  to  the  Institute  from  nes 
by  countries  by  mail,  and  from  distant  countri! 
by  telegram  or  cable.  Only  official  informatic 
sent  in  by  the  Governments  direct  in  reply  to  tl1 
"questionnaire"  may  be  used  in  getting  up  tl' 
Institute's  monthly  crop-reports. 

Once  a  month  the  statisticians  of  the  crop-repoji 
Ing  bureau  of  the  Institute  assemble,  co-ordinal 
and  set  forth  all  this  in  given  columns  and  table 
summarized  into  totals  in  the  form  of  a  "sing| 
numerical  statement";  that  is,  100  is  taken  as  tl, 
5  year  average;  if  the  report  reads,  say,  9 
means  two  points  below  the  average;  if  it  reac 
say,  102  it  means  two  points  above  the  average. 

On  the  Saturday  nearest  the  20th  of  each  mon 
The  Institute  publishes  "The  International  Cn 
Report  and  Agricultural  Statistics."  The  substan 
of  this  report  is  given  out  to  the  governmen 
direct  by  cable  and  by  telegraph,  and  to  near- 
countries  by  mail.  The  government  authorities 
each  country  then  give  these  reports  out  to  tl 
press,  and  also  make  use  of  them  in  their  own  r 
ports.     (See  pp.  21-22.) 

Publications. —  (a)    The   monthly    "Internation i 
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•op  Report  and  Agricultural  Statistics";  (b)  the 
onthly  "International  Review  of  the  Science  and 
ractice  of  Agriculture";  (c)  the  half-yearly  "In- 
rnational  Movement  of  Fertilizers  and  Chemical 
:'oducts  useful  to  Agriculture";  (d)  the  monthly 
Documentary  Leaflets"  on  available  supplies  and 
•ices  of  miscellaneous  agricultural  products  in 
opical  countries;  (e)  the  monthly  "International 
3view  of  Agricultural  Economics";  (f)  the  half- 
tarly  "Statistical  Notes  on  Cereals,"  the  world's 
.;ricultural  balance-sheet  of  supply  and  demand; 
;:)  "The  International  Yearbook  of  Agricultural 
legislation";  (h)  the  "International  Yearbook  of 
iricultural  Statistics";  the  inventory  of  the 
orld's  agricultural  resources,  areas,  production, 
ports,  imports,  prices,  freight-rates,  etc. 

Besides  these,  monographs  on  special  subjects  of 
iportance  to  agriculture  are  issued  from  time  to 
me. 

All  these  publications  are  in  French,  the  official 
uguage  of  the  Institute,  but,  as  stated  in  a  Re- 
>rt  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  United  States 
d  Great  Britain  have  each  undertaken  to  con- 
ibute  for  the  translation  and  printing  of  the 
me  in  English.  The  United  States  makes  an  an- 
lal  appropriation  of  $5,000  for  this  purpose.  As 
result  we  receive  several  hundred  copies  of  each 
:blication  in  English,  instead  of  the  few  copies 

French  to  which  we  should  otherwise  be  en- 
led.  These  publications  are  sent  regularly  by 
e  Institute  to  Dr.  A.  C.  True,  Chairman  of  the 
"immittee  on  Relations  with  the  International  In- 
tute  of  Agriculture,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agri- 
Iture,  Washington,  D.  C,  who  distributes  them 

directed  by  the  government  authorities.      (See 

15.) 

liThe  Proees-Verbaux  (Minutes  of  the  meetings) 
fcbluding  reports  on  the  budget,  auditing,  and 
J  ancial  status  of  the  Institute,  are  regularly 
tinted,  copies  of  which  are  transmitted  by  the 
» legate  to  the  Department  of  State. 
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